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Soptumber «21, 1970 



The nbaoroblo CdKKrJ H. Currsn 
Jud^o of CA» 0 , 5 . District Court 

X\,r th*> Dls-trict cf Columbia 

Washington, l*. c. , 

&;ep Judge Curran: 



U‘vi ' r cst? of "opt ^aib&r 14- » 197 ^, VvilliftW D» Buok>jlt3|juS( Asft Ifitotii. 




Jar- tie* letters I jrurt describe as lies, la which even eslatonoe of 
clw docuwants woo denied. To, 1 'filed Civil Action 71 6-/G. «ht*n 
taut wc-a ft bout tv core? to trial, the- Pep&rtnant of Jucticc blandly 
Vir» t-v 0.7 lawyer that th<>y would »Im Chs docuwacfcs Avails bio. i’h^y 
tn-jtt delayed m* further, flrjst by not tallinr au how X could h-iv« 
r:c?»9p to til-tea dcouaohta, Vam by Ptalllng on copy in;; chr-n, nn-l fi- 
nally, eft you may resell, by not providing »o«e copies, paid for 
throo month.-? ocrii«ir, until thu nectar reached you. 

turin 5 all this period, «*> I Inforsncd th'i Attorney Oaa»r«l'«nd his 
deputy, tha Dupsrtrumt wrote » number of letters, net oar of which 
w -. a ti'uthful. All w»ro dtialgaud to suppress, to violate the 1 >uj, 
c\ na to deny Bt-s that to which X ett f-ntitl-rc. *f h * D->p" r cwr fit lea*,* I 
w o wpltir.r a book saying &»<i proving what it did not went ,*ftld poo: 

. • r-t.-.:; inr.tlcit of Dr. Krrfcin Tuth^r Xlu£, Jr., it:» l«vr?tix»ti*?n 
( :hi:.i writ by ttta i-opertmut, not Htoto *uthcrltlrn), ano the ei-co of 
j.iVi-ja :.®rl Hoy. 

Alleging purpose and intone m»y b©. <iu»«ticnc>blo, no ci*tt«-r how 00 rt; in 



US 




vh n thl?. mot tor finally roftohod you loot month, only throo ro^uoatod aCW 
iu i not bean delivered to s»*. TUoaa er© the envelope in which thst 
fil* i:, contained, o copy of one of the pictures, end tho ocsuraaaa. 



frota someone who coulc3 give such ossurcaco, that I hod coca jjlvcui 
s.cc css to the entire file. 

, hm, on August 12, 1970, the so things had still not been delivered, 
you told las Department chat cioin- this would raquiro bus a *;« 
ut a slid you oroorod It dona within s weak. During tinr^ viao»£, X 
r. zither received nor fcoerd anything Crow the Department, oft t.-> 
c i.utxi uty after ycur order, on August 19, 1970, with fcno teparcr.-nt 
not even appocrins before you, you signed e summery Judgment. 

However, in the Interim, on August It, Hr. Andersen filed £ nutjrr 
of nepers in this matter. Ono of them is an affidavit in the iilns 
of your court. It contains foie© statements that I believe, because y 
th.iy ere the essence of materiality, ©ro perjurious. Ono of those 
0 o. 7 ,iu precisely with what woe at Issue before you, delivery oi o**-« 
c* the items from ths» file in Question. It soyo, 

”A copy of this file cover wa3 delivered to plaintiff on 

August 12. 1970. w . j . . • • 

An h» know when ho sucre to fehia, Mr. Anderson, whom I met briefly 
end for the’ only time moments before you entered your court, to i.,~ 

, red nothings to me. Ho hr, a with him the filo envelope Itoeli, 
sever*!' Jl'brck copies of It, end tho picture in question. He b ^"'* a 
T 7 thi oavolopcp in tlx* presence oi several witnoasea* ou^ l 
not Toliver 1 ’ it to me, nor <Uti ho giva it to no r>acwoa It fcu 

ir, 5 . tho a took it back eftor I allowed niw that it iuvd boor* ertroivaxy 
contrived to m&ck one of the catrlas wliicii boni's very heavily oa uu^ 
c^uiril of his rights to Jsxaad Jarl 5>ay. Kr* Andoraon tii^n ciiio nod 
the picture with him. He then also refused to give it to m. IT. 
•xcr.icii, to this dey, has nevtr ^ do live, rod'* or given me 
nor hr s ho over written or telephoned mo. Shore, has been no ©tuor 
corxtsct botwoon ui? . 

. ' > » . ' . . ’ 

-•t';blishiar trn- truth of what I hero tell you does not depend upon 
£'i.* word oi* fciio #<3 witnos-sos with sso» i^nl Valentino* o ^ ^ hln 9 . 0 . j — 
fr ,* reporter, ftiso waa present. I have cinse discussed this uitn 
Ii'iHT i'o ra?«U» that I wr,» not given the copy in question, having 
0 an trj brief conversation with Hr. Andersen and hcvlng loft tho 
C'-'ortroon with ns nnd thvn driven ws to hr. Penstorwpld ? r. office. 

v i* De .•:! prccf uf this perjury r '•«« uyo.» wtv>t <■ cb,j.cv;’ , . i * 
7 ,.u Vwuld not haw sired tod !ir. Anderson to do that which h» > i- 
r .ady con;, or th’ t ho. would have reKU,inod bLI^iyc if you nco. 

Trir-jo d ft ye fiftsr this perjurious ootii, Kr. ‘ndorcon’a super tor,^ 
b. ; ri’ Sard ley, "Deputy Assistant Attorney Goners 1, wrote Hr. yonowar- 
vj ; . id, pr'j bonding, as waa. his end tlvj Deportment* a wont la this r-/it- 
tcr, tiv>t you do not exist, tlist Civil Action Ho. 71^-70 hod not ^ 
boon filed, end that, you hod not issued an order to tho Depart non*: 

•* fur sup nt to your discusaion with David J. Anderson of this 
office, wo nr* forwarding copies of tha filo covor which ycu 

roqu.fctod.” 



^hrwco prior* to this fir. Sardlsy hod denied, in writin>- fch->f- t*ii n 
ni-. cover «},*,. I cor. s l*> yea U» lcccoro. “.cn'iei 

STtweno., utusa I hsmioc 

^•d.. \ w«.xi. CO/%.* G n<U *k W£*£ t»uCft £•£ CVS^.: L * JVjI? £ ccj’jV .ir $ f- f* v„ ^ < , - , 

not bo given bo no, eo his fa la* lot ter a are not without" point 
suggest that thin bears on what I believe la contorjtSou^ 

LVf Lf:°L? ursUaafc to 6 aoB-Mi«t«at diaousaion with ny attorney 
t.,. ^tao file sever copy was, ultimately, forwarded. roJehiar m 

cf-SSr/ * igaiad tho Judgment. IS was pursuant to your 

; : :!';':! vcr * tba ® fis ? atul point hare la that Kr. £ardley»a letter 
p ‘ ‘/'r® cans tho DopnrtKvnt did not anil m t ho cony c f the f-’i* 
ouxslopa until throe doyo after Hr. Anderson had sworn falsely 
tu»t ha ta»d already dollvored it. 1 A ^* 7 

7 ?eifJi«? 1 A? 9 i* iRS n B y® fil \f nd of ^liberate cad psralctcnt 

?ht r ~S?»i #W . tho S° varsil; » ll t, especially by the Dopart- 
^ i? nc ? a ?°° wpwwibuity it it to uphold «» 

";*v. r “° Jjji 0 !?} « t ?^ + 1 * i£hfcs / . or cil Aaioricent! under it, was too 

:::r* 1 rot ®,“ i *° '•ttorney General on August EO, eendin- you o 

u p?7, I celled this perjury to his attention, . noted thr-t, 

... .. it been mo instead of his otsplcyoe, hi would hove «<,v'>ht to 
« /o k- puniomd, traced tho history of this on no sod th»“rir>r.r>rs 
K 11 ?- f^ r ®*«S* *> Wo attention. Tha letter Ln 

* - Sll; t^ l u3 ' „? CO?y of “ hlcli «noio?.ed herewith, 

;o; L to auna of fc k° others contained in 

lcwtor to thy Attorney General or othars I wrote. 

ll f n , GlV0 , nosn f, n 2i*ul csoursaoe thot l w»s given tocoss 

». vl * * L ^ i^Ira filo* ^ero oho deputy Atturn^y Oohor^l. knowing i*- 
••■l« : ~-t ■V'rh'.i a ' :ti twioe written (his letters are attached to MV^conj- 

vri^ir- ^ ubE,3< i Ut ' !nt Doppr ttcwnt lies, in 

■ .*. .;. „*•** / tbo oxisteno© o* at least three sets of thin file. 

1 V’ t .:. bu i 1 ^ * ? othl noraaX ar * d Prop*r. It w«a not for a 

i-1 *‘ •***»»* 1 bad boon civen the entire 

* -onutJUns t a* lawyer ha© uo wey or fcnov/intf (and ilr. Attd&r-*on 

C .^ l d ,“ at -,^ V ! 5°® a «®r •?«*«« on thio point in con^Siln 
... . j. oQ.i t.)Z ^*1*5 ^ to \:hon fcs kn^v; «br?olut )ly * 

‘^Tt uc ;l ia riXw * 16 wna * cr 0 stetanoat fron the custodian "of* tiv* 

t l r;.,:rf tr ?”i y V h ? ® ft V sa&w - ll3U 1 listed upon this not- 

t. ' J,n * ; ’ ^ '*11 a xX’in,? , hid 1 1 boon ny intention to oraberroos 

ro a a hnv^ 00 it3 • dadlos ® fibu - 9 cr n; ’ «nd its enulees 

r; -X b ? on no question in court. I fail to aeo 

^?artn:rnt d*d ndko the entire filo evs liable to r», 
ft0wl0a court, it is unwilling for tho 

r- rS Sm fi .° 1 a * aur ® aa to P^oviCo that asoursneo. flor, 

I'w. kX?, ^ v Ui ** xio al * w<,r .7 ©r never having written a single lot- 
doaft not oontain lies, clin«y.iag with open perjury, do I 
MiLiic ulw nopninglosa word of r ran who proclaims ha has no k fto wl- 
proper ^pr sc tlsractory* 



Acids fros tills , oil Hr. Iluckolheus snyr* la tiiat ’’If you h&v o cny 
further conplttlnts or detnnnda, I csn only eusgcat that you cdurosa 
your so If to* tko Court", which I hsrs> do. 

.dec! Cc-a tho perjury of hia subordinate, which, incredibly, Hr. 
Fuckclhrus tolls no to cr 11 to your at tout ion, there ere other cor.- 
plcintE I oo ho vo sod L think con b« ren® tiled. 

Firat of all, the copy of the pLeturo -ultima toly provided was deUb- 
•'i’a toly cno with soma trouble and cost, contrived to bo ea unclear 
lv possible. It wsa net printed from the existing nagotivo. Inc toad, 
trn file# itself warn photographed, with e 11 the fingerprints (inaluJ- 
iu-, no doubt. r.y own), oil sue lint^ead duet, felthfuliy r&prcuuood. 

voa « part of the preceding peso 1» ccpi c-d, thereby hiding a corn- r 
of tha picture, Shis print 1? sIeo blotchcu by lwcfcy crying. Thus, 
cur evidence In tho picture vjsa deliberately obscured. X hod r rltcd _ 
n ;vi paid for o print node from thi existing negative • I believe tnio 
/tloo lr, whit you ordered. Thore Is & point to this deliberate obfus- 
cation, for that picture kuIiob incredible the official explanation of 
l;. - ,.; the crime w«s occcittcd. Therefore, the Department, which hi a an 
official position on the orisso, does not tieairo this pioturo to be 
clear. . ! . 

..o the t Its conter.pt of your order would be Bisckod, the Department 
did not Kail me this picture with sin accompanying letter. Inate'.d, 
on "intarnffl" mesne form was used. It boars neither date nor a i,i na- 
ture end perpetuates the fiction Chat you had not is sued two ore. re 
t:r.id I had nos filed Civil Aotioa Ko. 710-70. It wa a- not Railed until 
vft.ir the summary judgment and then In a manner daoigaeC to hid a this. 
Th • ’'internal" cor.nunicstlon reeds, "i-hotograph enclosed ea per your 
VM-.ttfi.st. 1 ' The tftino "IS. Richard Liolapp" io typed at tho bet to.-u. 

I 

/.f tor receiving tha picture on August 21, I wrote Mr. Solepp s “king 
fer a clear copy. To date ha has not ro/spondstl, hoi* does «r. fiur.kul- 
w?u# claim to be responding to this lector. Hr. Rolepp la tho nsclst- 
'•it to the Deputy a ttornsy General, Richard Kl‘> indie net. Tho lew 
ri' ciu lr o a requests to bo soLdr-isccd to that office. 

J a : D jprsrtacnfc’s know lay. viol 
!n " Interfered with sad delay 

I . i„. iu hot’ coat me r.r.ny d» 
t.i’ 1 ’ to wcahia&ton, each o:v» 
peihihi, t«r.d other coats. It 

If. as I und? rs t n na , it is tho bade t^nofi^of thr> 1 thpt th"? v 
tor «vy net profit from his treasures »icn, I weuld also hop.* chat it 
i;’ the concept of American jurtloo that the vie tin of the trcxirnrou- 
ricn should not bo required to beer tha coats .thus imposed upoahlu. 
Hr. nuofcrlhflua * letter. which does not eibrosa this, therefore in- 
structs me to raise this question oloo witn you. 



ation of the lev/ ha a co.;t ree r.ucn. I \ 
■ed try writing sud the* printing cf r.y 

jZ oi* z'L'zsti ft rv:i ten; v»:.viu i,r :C* *.••••; 

costing about ICO wiUa- of driving ex 
hco tslrpa catch cthar time in needless 



ejeo 8ncq'X £>J ’i :>Tl 'u # <*W II 0 * c I , w9 uouj opisy 



I nn without fuada for tin hiring of counsol to proaa a ole im for 
s'— .1.-2 costa. I hops Justice is not dependent upon financial ro- 
v ■uraos. And I boliovo that IP tnls low, e.ll*.'£ualy onoctsa to gu°r- 
f-nt-c the freedom of inf orao tion, is to havo cny ownning, to b» otn^r 
vv n a now worms of offioial eupproseloa, there mat bo oo»o kino of 
r. : s ha nl .v-n for preventing and pun L siting the klacs of violet Lens end 
o this/ enso no dourly illur. tr« 4 , tos* Xx gov^rnci-nt can Ho wi “'■■ 
unity, refuse to r-iepoad to proper requests, contrive cnr.ls 5 ia^ co- 
ir. 7“ , ignore th.- order of u foclorcl judge ana, ultimately, c era*. it 
,v ; jury, end ell tho cost* fans to be borne by tho citlson uao osk» 
c iiy wan t ho 1 ? entitled to under the lew that allegedly (jusrontooo 
tnl ■■ ri' .’.t, cr n the law have ay ciomlng? Should the government* 
nitix irrpunity , bo permitted to violate end vitiate the low. Can It 
co. sit p.rjury without quslr. cr fear of tho workings of tho lew? 

X fool it i3 osy oblige tion to wribo you 03 I do. The leu vauot apply 
n.Tually to nil. Tho gov arrest at that properly comple ih 3 about th: 
crinso of citicona should not improperly commit crime a ifcaelf. 

In v 7 continuing work I iuivo a ought cad mat cook otiinr improperly 
r u.', tros riod evidynao. Again tho goverawsnt is siskin, j foleo . *i 44 i. ^uh 4 - 
tntloao, cad again it is stalling ond delaying r« spouses, ’where tacy 
rrt rmric 3fc ®11. Thus, ego in, I bslxovo, the law is being violet . 
v ih rof’ult'uit coat is an enorcioua burden to taa. And I bel»e*u «»ma 
ec.vctitutoa on offioial interference with freedom of she press. 




writing -without iurop-jr iatorforoaoo by govurarv.*nt. In Its a*- r < X*’ ,a w 
va'u:;-' 111 a society such as cure. X therefore raep«ot fully request 
v.h' ijcvar help you and tho low con provide, for paying lowycra lcoa 



ir: now lapoaalblo for tco. 



Sincerely, 



heroic Y.‘oicborg 



